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brought about by the action of the  Royal  British 
Nurses’ Association which has placed itself in 
direct  opposition to the expressed opinion of 
nearly all  those who know most of the subject. 
The report of the Royal British Nurses’ Asso- 
ciation  recently issued with the  accounts for 
the year ended  June goth, 1890, proves that  Mr. 
Wainwright’s view i s  shared by doctors, matrons 
and nurses alike. This will be seen at a glance by 
comparing the numbers of the  three classes of 
members as given in the  accounts for the  periods 
and year ended  June goth, 1889 and 1890 respec- 
tively. The following table brings out  the facts 
clearly :- - I I. 

Period or 
Matrons Year ended 

Doctors and Nurses a t  otal Life Members. 

Gd. per annum annum hers. and 1 Nurses. 30th Tune. 
Matrons at 10s. 2s. Gd. per Mem- 

1 

Sisters. each.  each. ----- --__-- 
1889 
rsgo 

28 
3 

230 
170 1,687 1,971 111 
452  2,746  3,456 

Decrease .. . ... in 1890 
----- - - - 

282 1 1 ,059 , 1,341 
I t  thus  appears  that  the total number of members 
who have paid their subscriptions, and may there- 
fore  be properly deemed to belong still to the 
Royal British  Nurses’ Association, according to  the 
last report, is 1,857 only, to which we must add 
372 life members, making in all but 2,229 members, 
if doctors, matrons, sisters, and nurses are all in- 
cluded.  What  are we to say, then, to the state- 
ment so often made  that upwards of 3,000 Nurses 
are  members of the Royal  British Nurses’ Rssocia- 
tion?  The hon. secretary, i t  is true, declared at 
the  annual meeting that  once a member  of  the 
British Nurses’ Association always a member, whe- 
ther YOU pay your subscription or not, so long as 
you retain the  card. This is a novel doctrine, and 
as a calculation it is entirely  upset by the large num- 
ber of old members who are reported to have burnt 
their cards. Besides, when the  members who pay 
their  subscriptions to an association decrease  from 
3,198 to 1,857, the  present  number as shown by 
the last published  accounts-that is to say, by 
1,341 in one year-is i t  not fair to, oonclude  that 
its  objects and methods do not  commend  them- 
selves to  those for  whose benefit it was ostensibly 
established?  At this rate the Association must 
soon  die of inanition ! ” 

Finally, we give the  s ta tements   made by 
Mr. I-IEXRY C. 13u1zr1~‘r~-an official of  the 
London  Stoclc  Exchange ; M i s s  EVA C. E. 
Lucx1;s-Matron  of  the  London I-Iospital ; 
and  Mr.  FIzsusr<rcrt TKEVEs-Surgeon to 
the  same Institution-upon  oath, before the 
Select  Committee of the  House of Lords  in 
1890 and 1891. 
Mr. I-IENRY C. UURDETT was questioned 

by Lord  SANDHURST, and  replied as follows- 
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